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The Hiſtory of the Divorce of HE N R 7 VIIL 
and KATHARINE of Arxracon. . 


With the Defence of Sanders. 


The Refutation 
Books of the Hiſtory of the Reformation 


of the Two firſt 
of Dr. Burnett. By 


Joachim le Grand. W ith Dr. Burnett's Anſwer and V, indi- 


cation of himſelf. 


E E have not as yet ſeen a- 

\ \ / ny more than the firſt Part 

of this Work, which was 

y_ the Fifth of this Month. I 

not whether a Man may judge of 

the two other Parts by this, which ſeems 

at" firſt but an Abridgement of the two 

firſt Books of the Hiſtory of the Refor- 

mation by Dr. Barnet, though the Au- 

thor promiſes to refute them in the two 
following Volumes. 

Firſt, It ſeems that 21. ke Grand fore- 
ſaw that Men would have this [dea of his 
Work, which is the Reaſon he has put 
before that Hiſtory a preliminary Diſ- 
courſe, where he endeavours, yet with- 
out telling his Deſign, to divert the 
Reader from having any ſuch Thoughts. 
He relates at firſt a Conference that he 
had with Dr. Burnett, in the King's Li- 
brary, in the Preſence of M. Thevenor, 
and M. Auzour, The Makers of Dia- 


logues frequently introduce two Per- 
fans, one of which puts the Queſtion, 
and the other Anſwers : One is the Ma- 
ſter, and the other is the Scholar : Or 
at leaſt, they make him more learned 
that teaches, than he that propounds 


the Difficulties. But in the Relation of 
this Conference we find quite the con- 
trary, Mr. Burnett, who, according to 
the £m — is a Perſon of 
2 quick peircing Wit, laborious, indefa- 
tigable, and moſt capable to defend the 
Reformation; whole Expreſſions are 
always free, bold and full of fire; and 
who ſpeaks upon this Occaſion, with an 
Eloquence that charms them that. hear 
him: Yet this Mr. Burnett leaves the 
principal Points undetermined, or elſe 
conſents and ſubmits every thing that 
is oppoſed againſt him. But 4. Le 
Grand, who propounds his Difficulties af- 
ter 4 plain humble Manner, and rather as 
Dowbts than as real Objettions, makes e- 
vident, quotes, attacks, and at length 
leaves Mr. Burnett with hardly a Word 
to ſay for himſelf. 
There is no Wonder to be ma 

that ſo ſoon, as M. Le Grand: be- 
gan to write, he ſhould {© _ 
overturn a Man of that Learning 

Reputation as Dr. —_—_ Fort h 
never any Man wrote with more Cunning, 
or mots, how to link and chain one 
Event to another ;, yet, as the Author ſays, 

A - 


be never ſtuaied the Hiſtory of England. 
He that romaged all the moſt conſide- 
rable Librarics of the Kingdom, to 
fetch out Regiſters and anthentick Re- 
cords and Atts, and Copics of Diſpatch- 
es, Memoirs and other Manuſcripts of 
thoſe times, out of which to compoſe 
his Hiſtory ; who has printed a Volume 
In Folio of thoſe ſort of Pieces, in juſti- 
fication of what he ſays; he to 
whomthe whole Nation, |and the Par- 
lament it ſelf, gave publick Teſtimonies 
of the Eſteem which they had for his 
Work. But the Reaſon that M. Le 
Grand, allcdges for his Adverſary's lg- 
norance in the Hiſtory, is becauſe he 
does not refute the Errors which M. 
Varillas has committed in ſeverai Things 
that concern'd England, in his firſt Book 
of the Hiſtory of Hereſy; having no 
other Deſign than to criticize upon the 
Ninth, which only relates to the Re- 
formation, as appears by the Title, 4 
Critick,4pon the Ninth Book of rhe Fiſt 0- 
20 M.:'Varulas, where he ſpeaks of the 

volutions, &c. 

Mr. Burnett and M. Larillas being ſuch 
defettive Hiſtorians in M. Le Grand's 
Opinion, there is no Wonder if he 
threaten them, ro raiſe up a Third, that 
ſhall makg them loſe a good Part of the 
Reputation which they have gotten. And 
that which confirms his Hopes is this, 
becauſe *is Plain, That thoſe Authors are 
very Negligent, and that their laſt Works 
gre leſs valuable than thetr first. As 
for M. Yarillzs, ſince it could never be 
believed that a Hiſtorian, ſo partial, 
could write after a rational manner, 1 
never gave my ſelf the Trouble te com- 
pare his Works together; and fo I 
cannot ſay whether his Anſwer to his 
Adveriaries Critick,, be better or worſe 
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than his Hiſtories. But as for Mr, Bur- 
nets Travels into /raly, I muſt take the 
Liberty to inform the Publick, that M. 
Le Grand, who cites that Book to con- 
firm what he writes, made his Judg- 
ments upon the French Verſion, though 
Mr. Burnet hath declared, That he had 
but too frequently miſtook his Meaning, 
As to the Memoirs which the Author 
made uſe of, he ſays nothing but what 
he has taken out of the Letters and 
Diſpatches of Francis I. Henry VIII. the 
Cardinals, Woolſey and Grandemont, the 
Biſhops of Auxerres, Maion, T arbes, Oc. 
Where we find that M. Le Grand makes 
two Perſons of Cardinal Grandemont 
and the Biſhop of Tarbes, whereas they 
were but one and the ſame. As for the 
Letters and Diſpatches, &c, of Henry 
VIII. and Cardinal Wolfey, a great many 
of them being in Engliih, as may be 
ſeen in Mr. Burnet:*s ColleCtion, perhaps 
they might be of little Uſe to our Au- 
thor; for weare apt to bclieve that he 
did not underſtand the Language ; as 
well for that by the Judgment which he 
makes of the Travels wo Italy, as by 
what Mr. Burnett ſhews in the Letter 
which follows this Extract, it appears 
that M. Le Grand never calt his Eyes 
upon that ColleCtion of Pieces which is 
added to the Engliſh Edition of the Hi- 
ſtory of the Reformation of England. 
Secondly, The Divorce of Henry VIII. 
is too well known to- make an Extract 
of it. We ſhall therefore make ſome 
Remarks, which will abſolutely unde- 
ceive thoſe who may imagine that M. 
Le Grauas Book is an AbitraCt of one 
part of Mr. Burnett. In ſhort, the 
Method and Deſign of thoſe T wo Books 
is extreamly different, as well as the 
.,emoirs upon which they are _ 
£C, 
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ed. 1. M. Burnet has no other Aim in 
Writing the Hiſtory of Henry VIII. 
than to repreſent how the Proceedings 
of that Prince, whoſe irregular Con- 
duGt he docs not undertake to juſtify, 
levelled the Way to that Reformation 
which was made under his Succellors : 
M. Le Grand makes Henry to be always 
in the wrong, as if he had never done 
good. 2. M. Le Grand beſtows his 
Encomiums upon thoſe that he thinks 
deſerve them, though never ſo great 
Enemies of the Reformation, as Fiſher, 
More and Cardinal Poole. He never 
diſlembles the Faults of thoſe that con- 
tributed moſt to the Reformarion, as 
Cromwell, Cranmer, the Duke of Somer- 
ſet, &c. becauſe he has obſerved by an 
infinite Number of Examples out of 
ſacred and eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, That 
God never makes uſe of perfe&t Inſtru- 
ments for the Exccution of his Deligns. 
M. Le Grand ſeems to have had very 
oppoſite Ends. All thoſe that contri- 
buted to advance the Reformation are 
very ill handled by him in his Hiſtory; 
where he gives them the honourable 
Title of Falſe Prophez:s, particularly to 
Amn Bolen, and Cranmer, whom he calls 
the Falſe Prelate ;, and Cromwell, whom 
he abuſes, as Man as ignorant as ever 
was #n the World, This Miniſter, who is 
never permitted to juſtify himſelf, is 
condemned under prectence of having 
excecded his Maſter's Orders, in grant- 
ing Pallports for the Exportation of 
Money and Corn, But hereſy was the 
capital Accuſation that was laid to his 
Charge. Nevertheleſs the Author af- 
ſures us, That the Impeachment againſt 
b1m was grounded particularly, upon ſeveral 
Lerters that were found among his Papers, 
wheren be acknowledged that be held pri- 


wate Correſpondences with the Princes of 
Germany, unknown to the King. 

Now 1n regard that Hiſtory is but's 
Texture of Original Letters, and- 
every Politician has his particular Re- 
marks upon an Aﬀair which he does 
not well underſtand, no wonder that 
M. Le Grand repreſents ſo variouſly the 
Deligns and Inclinations of thoſe who 
had the greateſt Share in that Negotia- 
tion. He ſays, That Francis 1. was weary 
at laſt of the Capriccio*s of Henry VIIL 
and conſented to the definitive Sentence,which 
condemned him to retake his Wife under 
Pain of Excommunication, Nevertheleſs 
he obſerves, that after that Sentence, 
Francs I. ſided with Henry VII. in all 
his Aﬀairs with all the Zcal imagina- 
ble. Thar Francis I, would not hear the 
Propoſal of Clement VII. © That that 
Pope had promiſed before to do for the 
King of England all that lay in his' Pow- 
er: That the Pope made ſome Scruple at it, 
but at length gave him his Promiſe. But 
all theſe new Promiſes could not make 
the Holy Father forget thoſe that he 
had made at the beginning of the Pro- 
cels to the General of the Coradthers, the 
Emperor's Agent. Clement himſelf 
acknowledgcd that he hadpromiſed that 
he would never. pronounce Sentence 
upon the Divorce, and that he would 
do nothing in that Atfair without gi- 
ving Charles I. Notice. If the Church 
of Rome be ſo exceſſively tied to Deci- 
lions, the Court of Rome, on the other 
lide, 1s as little ticd to Promiſes. And 
therefore we muſt confeſs that the 
Complaiſance of that Church goes 
{omcrimes a very great way. In thoſe 
Ages, ſaith our Author, ſpeaking of 


thoſe that followed the Temth, The Di- 
ſeipline touching Marriages was not ſo 
A 2 ſevere 
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ſevere as afterwards, Kings put away 
their Wives upon ſlight occaſions, and never 
Sought for any Pretence, Afterwards they 
were deſirous to have one, and it was 4s 
eaſie to find one; becauſe they could not 
marry with a Kinſwoman on this ſide the 
Seventh Degree : So that Princes that could 
not allie themſelves indifferently with all 
forts of Per ſons finding themſelves all united 


#n Blood, and coming to diſlike their match, 


—————————— 


oved there near affinity, put away their 
Wives and took others. Nba there were 
ſome Princes who had Two or Three Wives 
living, and Princeſſes that had Twoor Three 
Huibands, This was praftiſedin the Tenth, 
Eleventh, Twelfth and Thirteemb Ages ; 
and in theſe times of Darkneſs and Igno- 
rance it was, that theſe Shles of Cano- 
niſts and Scholaſtick Divines became ſo 
NUMErONS. 


A Letter to Monſieur Thevenot, being a full Refutation of 


Mr. Le Grand's Hiſtory of 
KATHARINE of Arragon. 


HENRY /TIIIs Diwvorcing 
With a plain Vindica- 


tion of the ſame by Dr. G. B. 


Ermit me, Sir, before I pay you 
all thoſe marks of Reſpect 
which are your duc, to aſſure 

you that I am ſo well perſwaded of your 
Probity and Sincerity, that maugre the 
difference of perſwaſion that is between 
us, nevertheleſs I dare adventure to 
ſubmit to your Judgment in the Con- 
teſt, that ſeems to be between me and 
M. Le Grand, in a matter that has no 
{ſmall relation to Religion. Opinions, 
and the ſpeculative Conſequences which 
Mca draw from matters of Fact, ap- 
pear very much different, according to 
the different Ideas which Men have of 
the Things : But the matters of Fact 
themſelves have but one Face, and pre- 
ſent themſclves after the ſame manner 
to all that ſeek the Truth. Therefore 
in regard that our diſpute moves alto- 
gether upon matters of Fatt, I am 
apt to believe I can hazard nothing 


in taking you for my Arbitrator. 
During our laſt Reſidence at Pars, 
having had the Honour to viſit you ſe- 
yeral times, I had time to obſerve with 
how much juſtice you made your ſelf 
the ſubjet, and the eſteem, and 
admiration of all the World. I was 
convinced of it more particularly by the 
Civilities which you heap*d upon me, 
and by the pains you took to bring me 
into a Conference with M. Le Grand, 
in your own and the Preſence of M. Au- 
zout, I was the lefs ſcrupulovs when I 
found my ſelf in a place whcre I could 
expect nothing but fair dealing from a 
perſon that lived in the Houſe of a Man 
no leſs conſiderable for his extraordi- 
nary Vertues, than for the great En 
ploymenits with which he was entruſted, 
and who frequently converſed with the 
Learned M. Bulreau, who as often vilited 
the famous M. Baluze, whoſe Sincerity 
cquals 


equals his profound Learning, a thin 
rarely to be fonnd in our Age: And, 
which was more than all the reſt, a 
Friend of 2M. Thcoenot's, This made 
me look upon M. Le Grand, as a perſon 
that h2d all thoſe noble Qualities that 
were to be expected from a fair Ad- 
verfary. 

I ſhould give you too great a trouble 
to recal to your memories all thoſe little 
Things that were upheld in your Pre- 
ſences, and at which you your ſelves 
wrre ſo much diſtated, that you con- 
fe1>*d ingenioully how much you were 
aſhamed to hear them. You made this 
acknowledgment not only to me, after 
M. Le Grand*s departure, but to ſeveral 
othersalſo; and you were ſo well ſa- 
tished in this, that though what had 
been propounded, was not worth the 
talking of, yet that I had fully anſwer?d 
the Diſcourſe, as mean and frivolous as 
it was. M. Auzout deſired likewiſe at 
the ſame time, that I would make no 
noiſe of it, to which requeſt I was 
readily induced to condeicend : For to 
ſay the very truth, I did not find that 
my Adverſary wasa ſubjeft worthy my 
Triumph, or the pains of boaſting in 
publick a Viftory over him. And there- 
fore asto what I have deenvd requiſite 
to inſert of our Diſcourſe, among the 
Remarks which I have made upon ſoine 
_— of the Hiſtory of M. Yarillas, I 

ave managed M. Le Grand with all the 
Circumſpcction that he could expect 
from me. Though, if in the purſuit of 
this Diſcourſe, 1 happen tv wound him 
moretothe quick,he muſt thank himſelf, 
and not lay the blame on any body elſe. 

I can eaſily brook all thoſe Refletions 
which he has made »por my Ignorance, 
and ſhallowneſs of Capacity, more parti- 
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cularly upon what he ſays, That I never 
ſtudied the Hiſtory or the Laws of England. 
For thus he expreſles himſelf after he 
had beſtowed great Praiſes upon m2, 
and ſuch as I never deſerved. Never- 
theleſs, by the ſuddain change of his 
Pen, he ſeems to look upon me as a 
Perſon of little worth. But that ſame , 
Thick $kulPd, and common Artifice of 
ſome People to praiſe thoſe whoſe Re- 
putation they have a deſign to deſtroy 
will never ſurprize men of Underſtand- 
ing; nor will hainous and dirty re- 
proaches paſs among them under the 
Covert of a few generous Encomium's. 
I muſt be contented with that ſmall 
meaſure of Knowledge and Capacity, 
which come to my juſt ſhare, eſpecially 
now that I have to do with a perſon of 
ſo mean a Talent, as M. Le Grand ap- 
pears to be by this ſame Treatiſe of his. 
I could only wiſh that they, who 
would be better infornd of the truth 


' of that celebrated Paſſage of the Hiſto- 


ry, which is the Subject of our Diſpute, 
would give themſelves the trouble to 
read what Sanders and my ſelf have 
written, and then peruſe the Hiſtory 
of M. Le Grand, | am aſlur'd they 
will conclude, That there muſt be ſome 
faulr in the Title Page, where he pro- 
miſes the Defence of Sanders , and the 
Refutation of the Two firſt Books of my 

Hiſtory. The whole ſubſtance of 
his Work agrees altogether with 
mine, unleſs it be in ſome parts, 
where he ſhews that great Art of 
his, wherein I yield him willingly to 
out-do me. In all things elſe he fo per- 
fectly concurrs with me, that I am 
tempted to believe, He only took his 
Pen in hand, to fulfil thoſe Offers which 
he made me in your Preſence, to w_ 
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niſh me with Aemorrs ſufficient for the 
Confirmation of what I have wrote 
upon this Subjeft. Trae it is, I have 
not read any more as yet than the 
Firſt Part of his Book ; nor can 1 ima- 
gine how hecan juſtifie Sanders, whom 
he has abandon'd during the whole 
courſe of his Hiſtory. - He forſakes him 
in the whole Hiſtory of Am of Boloigne, 
and in all the-progreſles of the Story 
that depends upon it, though it be the 
chief Head of Sanders Accuſation, 
and which he preſſes moſt vigorouſly, 
as being a Nullity in the Title of Qucen 
Elizabeth, and conſequently an Origi- 
nal pretence for Rebellion. He ac- 
knowledges alſo the Decreral Bull, nor 
does he inſiſt upon the Carriage of Sr. 
Thomas Moore, Ina word, if you cxa- 
mine the Fourſcore Faults of which [ 
have accus*'d Sanders in my Additions, 
you will find that M. Le Grand has con- 
felled above Seventy, and confirms 
what I have maintained in oppoſition 
to him. Which will moſt evidently 
appear, if his work ſhall ever be thought 
worthy a larger Examination. 

I fay nothing of his Stile, for that 
his Readers without much conſidera- 
tion or ſtudy will caſily find it to be 
the Stile rather of an Advocate that 
pleads a Cauſe, than of a perſon diſin- 
tereſted, that cordially and barely re- 
lates matter of Fat. For to argue 
with heat and paſſion, and reproach 
his Adverſaries, are unpardonable faults 
in an Hiſtorian. Beſides that, there 1s 
ſomcthing ſo ſacred in the very Aſhes of 
Kings, that they are never to be ſpok'n 
of but with great Caution ; and if at 
any time there be an unavoidable occa- 
ſion to blame ſome of their Actions, 
fofter Terms are to be made uſe of, 


than thoſe of Lye and Jmpoſture, Add 
to this, that the principal Point, and 
upon which the whole Queſtion moves, 
being, Whether the King's own Cauſe 
ought not rather to be judged in En- 
gland, and by his Clergy, than at Rome, 
and in the Conliſtory ; that Man can 
never be thought 'to 'aft conformably 
to the Gallican Church, who takes 
part with the Pape upon this occaſion. 
It is rather to: be wondered at, that 
at a time whcn there is ſo little reſpeCt 
givenat Yer/ailles to the Vatican Thun- 
der, and where the ancient Cuſtom is 
renewed of appealing from the Pope to 
the General Council; I fay, it is a 
wonder, at fuch a time as this, a Sub- 
ject of this nature, ſhould not be hand« 
led with more freedom and ſincerity. 
Perhaps this is one of the little Tricks 
of thoſe ſort of People, which 2M. T «- 
lon has more frankly deſcribed, than 1 
have a delign to do, who make hide- 
ous portraictures of thcACtions of He 

VIII. to obſerve the glory of thoſe of 
Lewis the Great. And perhaps our Author 
is neither ſo great a Politician, gor ſo 
well knowing in Aﬀairs, as to have 
ſuch diſtant proſpects in his Eyes, or 
elſe this work being his firſt Eſſay, he 
did not ſtudy the Point with that Ap- 
plication which was requitite, believing 
that trouble to no purpoſe while he 
has to do with a pcrſon, r-ar gives no bet= 
ter proofs of his Underſtanding than my 
ſelf. 1 ſhall therefore inliſt only upon ſix of 
his principal Errors, which are nothing 
ro the great number of miſtakes which 
he has committed, and which 1 could 
ealily make appear, had l the Liberty 
to enlarge my ſelf in a writing that 
mult be inſerted into the Univerſal Li- 


brary. 
I He 


Ya 


1. He calls in queſtion the Contents 
of the Decretal Bull, which Cardinal 
Campeggio brought, upon this Ground, 
That having been only ſhewn to the 
King and Cardinal Worzl/ſey, no Body 
can tell what it was; and if it had been 
a defnitive Sentence inthat matter, the 
Legates Commillron had been at an end, 
and the King would have contraCted 
his Second Marriage, as formerly Lews 
the X11. did, without expecting any 
other procecdings. 

Had Monſieur Le Grand given himſelf 
the trouble to read that Bull which I 
have publiſhed, he might have ſpar*d 
himſelf ſo many uſeleſs Remarks. The 
Bull was contriv*d in England and ſent 
to Rome, where, though ſome few Al- 
terations were made, it appeared ne- 
vertheleſs by all the Letters, that were 
written reciprocally from Rome and 
England; that the Eull which was given 
to Compeggio was in ſubſtance the ſame. 
Certain it 1s, that Bull declared the 
King's Pretences to be jult, gave power 
ro the Legates, to examine the Truth 
of them, and to pronounce Sentence 
upon the proofs that ſhould be made 
before them. For though this Bull 
implied a definitive Sentence of the 
Pope, upon a ſuppoſition of the Validi- 
ry of the King's Pretenſions; nevcrthe- 
leſs it Icft many things for the Legates 
to do. They were to inform them- 
ſelves, 1, Whether the King had not 
deſired this Marriage himſelf. 2. Whe- 
ther it would not occaſion a War be- 
tween Spain and Ergland, ſhould ' a Di- 
ſpenſation be granted. 3. Whether 
this Diſpenſation had been annull'd by 
the Proteſtation which the King made 
againſt the Marriage, when he came to 


be of Age. 4. Whether. any of the 


Princes, in favour of whom the Diſpen- 
fation was allow*d, were Dead- betore 
the Marriage was conſummated. 

[t is apparent that that ſame 'Bil 
for the dillolution of the Marriage be- 
tween Henry and Catharine, heing only 
granted upon ſuppoſition, that all the 
matters in Queſtion were as the Kin 
maintained them to be, had been vol 


"in caſe he could not have prov'd his 


ſuggeſtions ; which is the thing that 
confonnds all the Author's Arguments. 
But I muſt confeſs that M. Le Grand 
has ſomething of Reaſon on his ſide 1n 
what he ſays concerning Rodalphns, 
whom | believed to have been Campeg- 
gio's Baſtard, He proves out of S:go- 
zius, who writes the Life of that Car- 
dinal, that Rodulphus was his Legitimate © 
Son. Sigonius is a very good Author, 
and I acquieſce in his Authority, But 
had M. Le Grand caſt but his Eyes upon 
the Engliſh Edition, he would have ſeen 
that it was not without ſufficient Ground, 
and not out of any deſign to blacken the 
Reputation of C. Campeggio, that | call'd 
Rodulphus Baſtard ; ſince I quote the very 
Diſcourſe wherein he is ſo called, which 
was Compoyg'd by Sr. William Thomas, 
Secretary to the Privy Council, under 
the Title of The Engliſh Pilgrim. I had 
the misfortune not to have ſeen the Life 
that was written by Szgomws, ſo that it 
is only a fault of Omiſſion, which the 
Author would aggravate into: a malici- . 
ous Invention. And I make this ac- 
knowledgment of my Error ſo much 
the more frankly, becauſe it is the only 
miſtake among all the reſt of which the 


Author accuſes me, that is well ground. . 
ed | 


II. M. Le Grand labours to deſtroy 
the Authority of the Deciſion of the 


Sorbens .. 


Sorborn in favour of Henry. But in re- 
gard this Decition was printed the Year 
following, and acknowledged for true 
and real, tince no perſon in thoſe times 
taxes it of being counterfcited, we have 
no reaſon now to ſuſpett it ; for neither 
does Cardinal Poole, who was then at 
Parts, when it was made, nor any 
other writer of the Roman Communion, 
tax the Kirg of Impoſturc 
occalion. Add to this that the Biſhop 
of Tarbes being continucd to ſollicit in 
Henry's bchalt at the Court of Rome, 
eftcr he was made Cardinal, and that 
the King had publickly acknowledged 
before the Legates, how privy that 
Prelate had bcen to his Scruples con- 
ceived upon his Marriage, has given 
an undeniable Confirmation of this 
matter, whatcver our Author ſays to 
the contrary. The ſame thing 13 to be 
ſaid of the Sorbown ; for that never 
having been charged with falſhood in 
the particular of this Deciſion, there 
is no queſtion but that thcy made ir. 
So that all M. Le Grana's Arguments 
can never prove any thing more, than 
only that it has occaſioned great Di- 
ſputcs, and that Beda was a real pro- 
moter of Sedition. By the way, we 
may obſerve that the Eccleſiaſticks of 
France were very lll ſatished with the 
Condu of Francis the Firſt, who had 
ſold their Liberties by the Corcordate, 
of which the Univerſity of Pars 
was fo ſcalible, and for that reaſon full 
of Malc-contents. And therefore it 
might b. perhaps that ſo many of the 
Ererxch Clergy were fo .il] alicftcd to 
Henry's Cauile, becauſe they knew that 
Fr. the firſt fo paſſionately ſupport- 
ed his Intereſts. After all, the Author 


confelles, That he found in the ſcrutiny 
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upon that * 


Fifty three voices for the Divorce, and 
Forty two againſt it; and Five, that 
were of Opinion that the mattcr ſhould 
be referr*d to the Pope. And this is 
ſufficient to juſtihe the printed Decilion, 
which only ſays, That the greateſt 
number of DoCtors were for the Di- 
varce, anc declared the Marriage ille- 
gal, which may ſerve for an Explana- 
tion of the words of the Letter of the 
firſt Preſident, That that ſ.zme Declaration 
worrld ao the King more hurt than it would 
advance bis Affairs ;, In regard all the 
other Univerlities had judged in his 
Favour, whercas the Opinion of the 
Sorbonn favour'd him only by the plura- 
lity of voices. 

[1]. The Author, who pretends to 
publiſh an Extract of the Reaſons which 
the Favourers of Henry alledged a- 
gainſt his Marriage, has forgot the 
Principal, and that which ſupported 
all the deciſions of the Romiſh Church ; 
that is to ſay, That the Scripture, explain- 
ed by Tradition, us the Rule according to 
which all Controverſies are to be determin- 
ce: They alledged a perpetnal ſucceſli- 
on of Provincial and general Councils, 
of Popes, and the Chief of the Greek 
and Latin Fathers; particularly , the 
Four moſt famous Fathers of the \We- 
ſtern Church, whereas the Imperialiſts 
had ncither Father nor Doctor on their 
ſide. Nevertheleſs the Author ſays no 
more, but that the Englith quoted the 
Canons of ſome Provincial Councils con- 
cerning Incontinency ; with ccrtain paſ- 
ſages out of Tertu!!1an, St. Bufil and St. 
Ferom about Virginity, and agiigt ſc- 
cond Nuptials. 1 am ture the Reader 
muſt here take notice, T hat there is 
ſomething wanting in this Relation 
which is more cilential to an honeſt Man, 

than 


£"þ 


than a great ſtock of Capacity. For the 
Canons of Councils and the Paſſages out 
of the Fathers which they quoted, ſpeak 
expreſly of the Degrees of Marriage, 
forbidden in Leviticus, He names Three 
Popes whoſe Letters they produced ; 
but he paſles over in lilence the Chief, in 
reference to England, who was Gregory 
the Great. For the Saxons being con- 
verted at what time he held the Sce, 
this Pope gave expreſs Order to Au- 
ftin the Monk to diſannul all Marriages 
that had been contratted with Brothers 
Wives. Now England having ſubmit- 
ted to this Law, upon its firſt embracing 
Chriſtianity , they who defended the 
Kings ſcruples looked npon this as the 
Principal Foundation of his Cauſe. So 
that if M. Le Grand would have acquired 
the Reputation of a ſincere Hiſtorian, he 

t to have mentioned this Particu- 
lar. Moreover he ſhould not have paſ- 
ſed over in ſilence as he does, all that 
was alledged againſt the Power which 
the Popes aſlume to themſelves of dif- 
penſing with all Eccleſiaſtical, and eyery 
the Divine Laws themſelves. Nor ought 
he to have _— that other great Rea- 
ſon urged by the King, that according 
to the Canons of the Council of Mice, 
the determination of that matter be- 
longed of right to the Engliſh Church, 
and not to the Pape. If the Author be 
a True Member of the Gallicar Church, 
he ought to grant theſe Maximes; and if 
he would be thought a Faithful Hiſtori- 
an, he ought not to paſs them over in 
ſilence, But though he do not ſet down 
all the Kings Reaſons, he adds ſeveral 
New Reaſons to the Queens pleading, 


which her Advocates never dream'd of, 


and we do not meet with in any Story or 
. B 


OO — —— - == —_ 


Relation of that time. They all tend to 
prove that the Rules touching the de- 
grees of Conſanguinity have not been al- 
ways obſerved in Marriages with the 
ſame Exadtneſs, But the Church is go- 
verncd by Rules and not by Examples. 
As for the Law of Deuteronomy which 
permitts a Man to Marry his Siſter-in- 
Law, if her Husband died without Chil- 
dren,it has been always conlidered inthe 
Chriſtian Church, asan Exception to the 
General Rule; ſo that in regard it was 
only made in favour of the Jews, and 
with reference to their Right of Succeſli- 
on, it was aboliſh'd together with their 
Republick ; whereas the Laws of Levici- 
cs concerning this Matter, are to be 
look*d upon as Laws that are Moral and 
Univerſally reccived. In a word if you 
will take the pains to compare the Books 
that have been written upon thisSubject, 
with the Extrafts which M. Le Grand 
and my ſelf have given of them, you will 
preſently find that he writes withno Sin- 
ccrity at all, who deſcends to a Nicety. 
For my part I ſhall not Envy aim the 
High Opinion he has of his, ſo long as 
Men will but acknowledge me to have 
writ ſincerely and without the Byaſs of 


Intereſt. 
IV. Our Author ſays that the Parlia- 


ment aboliſh'd the Oath which the Bi- 
ſhops ſwore to the Pope at the time of 
their Conſecration ; and forni'd another 
which they were to ſwear to the King. 
But this is not that which he calls under- 
{ſtanding to the Bottom, the Laws and 
Hiſtory of Exgland. Forthe Truth was 
this. They read in that Aſſembly the 
two oaths which the Biſhops took, the 
one to the Pope, the otherto the King ; 
and in regard they found them to be 

Contradictory 
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ContradiCtory, as being two oaths of 
Homage and Fidelity, which could only 
be ſworn to one Soveraign ; they abo- 
liſhd that which was made to the 
Pope, and let that ſtand in it's full vi- 
gour which was ſworn to the King. I 
have given an undeniable Example of 
their oaths ſworn to the King by the 
Biſhops in former Ages, which 1s to be 
ſeen in an A at the head of the Col- 
lection of the Picces that juſtific my 
Hiſtory. 1f M. Le Grand had only the 
French Tranflation, where thoſe Pieces 
are not, he might have conſulted the 
Enghſh Edition at Mr. Bulteaws, where 
they are all to be ſeen. He might have 
there ſcen in the Act which I cite, Car- 
ainal Adrian renounce not only all the 
Clauſes of the Bulls which were contra- 
ry to the Kings Prerogative, or the 
Laws of England; but alſo ſwear an 
Oath of Fealty to the King, in the ſame 
Terms which our Kings have ſince con- 
tinucd to receive them from the Biſhops. 
The Oath to the Pope, which is an 
Innovation not known till before the 
Xll. Age, contains belides, ſo many 
large and unlimited Clauſes, which 
neither accord with the DoCtrine of the 
Gallican Church, nor with that ſub- 
miſſion and duty which Prelates owe 
their lawfut Prince, ſince it 15 appa- 
rently an Oath of Homage and Fide- 
lity to a Foreign Power. 

V. Mr. Le Grand labours might and 
main, to make Cranmer to be look'd 
upon as one of the moſt wicked men in 
the world. He accuſes me for making 
him a Gentleman, but I have ſaid no- 
thing of it, though I well knew him to 
be ſo; not believing that Quality con- 
fiderable enough to be mentioned in 


the Eulogies due to the memory of fo 
great a Perſonage. He cannot believe, 
© That Cranmer was in Germany when 
* Warbam died, nor that he was named 
** in his Abſence to be Biſhop of Cax- 
<* rerbury; nor that he ſtay'd Seven 
* weeks after he reccived the News of 
* his Nomination , becauſe he aſſiſted 
* at the Marriage of the King with 
*© Ame Bolen. He cannot allow what 
I ſay, ** That this Affair went on ſlowly, 
* lince it was but three Months between 
** September and January before this Pre- 
* late was known to be cxalted at Rome, 
* Nor will he be perſwaded, That the 
** Provincial Synod of Canterbury pro- 
** nounced any politive ſentence upon 
* the Marriage of the King. See here 
more miltakes than Yarillas himſelf 
could have been guilty of. For in the 
Criminal Proceſs againit Cranmer which 
is Printed, we find that he calls his 
Judges to witneſs, with what reluttan. 
cy he accepted the Primacy of England , 
and that he did not return out of Ger- 
many till Seven Weeks after the King 
had ſignified to him his Intentions. 
Nor did the Biſhops who knew. his 
Judges, and who had been - Eye-wit- 
neſles of his behaviour at that time, 
ſay any thing to it, as not being able 
to contradict what he ſaid: Twelve 
Weeks paliled from the Twenty third 
of Augnſt, that Warbam died, to the 
Fourteenth of November, that the King, 
was married; ſo that although the 
Courrier had ſtaid Fifteen days by the 
way, Cranmer might have delay'd his 
departure for Seven Wecks, and yet 
have come time enough to be at the 
Nuptials of the King. But our Author 


to change Fiye Months into three ex- 
| cludes 
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cludes September and Fanuary out of his 
Account, for this only Reaſon, That 
he found it requiſite to retrench them. 
As for the Judgment of the Synod of 
Canterbury, the Scntence of Divorce has 
it in expreſs Terms, That the two pro- 
vincial Synods of England had decided 
the King's Cauſe 

But M. Le Grand, above all things 
makcsit a(rime in Cramer, that he 
took an Oath of Obedience to the Pope 
when he was conſecrated ; and for that 
he made a Proteſtation, by which he 
gave. divers Reſtrictions to the ſaid 
Oath. But he reports all that he ſays 
concerning this Matter, upon the Au- 
thority of ccrtain paſlionate Scriblers, 
and quite contrary to the Faith of the 
publick Adts. The Proteſtation of the 
Archbiſhop was read twice before the 
Altar, while he was conſecrating, and 
it is clear that he had no deſign to make 
uſe of Equivocals, ſince what he did, 
he did in publick, and for that the 
Biſhops uſually made Proteſtations, by 
which they renounced all Clauſes of 
their Bulls which were contrary to the 
Kings Prerogative. It ſcems the Cano- 
niſts, accuſtomed to this doubling Equi- 
vocation, had ſo much Power over 
Cranmer as to encline him to take the 
Oath, and rcſtrain it by a publick Prote- 
ſtation, made at the ſame time ; ſo that 
if he did any thing amiſs in ſo doing it 
wasrather a Defect of Judgment in that 
Prelate, than any want of Sincerity. 

VI. The Author ſays that the King 
pardoned Moore and Fiſher, the Buſineſs 
of the Maid of Kent, and though he 
confeſs that the firſt ridicules her for 
an idle filly Nin in one of his Letters, 
yet he ſeems not to have ſeen a long 


long Letter of Moores, which I publiſh- 
ed in my juſtifying Pieces belonging to 
the Second Volume, where he ſpeaks 
of the pretended Revelations of that 
religious Wench, as one of the moſt hor- 
rid Impoſtures that ever were. As for 
Fiſher, whatever the Author ſays, - he 
was condemned for favouring that Im- 
poſture. To this M. Le Grand adds, 
That the Chancellour having demanded of 
Fiſher and Moore, what they thought of 
the Statutes made in the laſt Parttament, 
they would makg no Anſwer , only they 
ſaid, That being cut off from crnl Soctety, 
they minded nothing but their Meditation 
upon their Saviour's Paſſion, which An-= 
Fn coſt them their Lives. Here is a 
Corruption of Hiſtory, which I ſhall 
not call ſo bad as it deſerves; which is 
ſo much the more odious, for that 
writing things as they were tranſaQted, 
and according to publick As, hecould 
repreſent them after a manner ſo fa- 
vourable to his own Cauſe. Theſe two 
great Men were condemned at firſt by 
virtue of a Premunire, which is loſs of 
Coods and perpetual Impriſonment,for 
having refuſed to take the Oath con- 
cerning the Succeſſion, by reaſon of the 
Kings Marriage according to an A@ of 
Parliament. After that they were far- 
ther proſccuted, becauſe they oppoſed _ 
the King's Supremacy, or his Title of 
the ſupreme Head of the Engliſh© hurch. 
There is one thing too in Adoore's Pro- 
ceis which might be ſufficient to make: 
a Man Guilty of High Treaſon, wherc 
he fays, That a Parliament can both 
make a King and depoſe a King. 

Now In regard 1 have confin'd myſelf 
within theſe Six Heads, I ſhall go no 
farther ; but the abundance of Matter 

B 2 makes 
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makes me that I have much ado to 
hold here, I cannot but wonder the 
Author has forgot ſo many important 
Things in: iiis Hiſtory, and that he 
could find in the Colletion of Letters 
printed by Camuzat, which 1 never ſaw, 
until he did me the Honour to give them 
unto me. He ſays nothing of what the 
Pope promiſed Cardinal 7 owrnon, That 
for Forms Sakg he ſhould be obliged to 
obſerve ſome Formalities of Attion, to the 
End he might not ſhew himſelf roo partial 
ro the King of England, in favour of whom 
be was reſolved to do what lay in his Power, 
for the Love of you, ſaid the Prelate, 
writing to the King of France, And a 
little after, 7 think, / am well aſſured that 
our Holy" Father will comply with you, 
zouching the Requeſt which you have made 
bim in Bebalf of your ſaid Brother, Henry 
VIII. In a Letter of the Seventeenth of 
Auguſt 1532. The ſame Cardinal 
writes to Francis I, That the greateſt 
Party of the Cardinals, that were of the 
Imperial Fattion, would have been mad 
with the Pope, had he n0t done what he 
did, in regard there was but little likely- 
bood that the King wonld ſubmit his Cauſe, 
and that the Pope might have ſome honou- 
rable Pretence to att for him, he mould 
do it with as good a Will as was poſſible. 
Ard it may be, adds this Miniſter, when 
you meet together ( he ſpeaks of the In- 
terview that was to be at Marſeilles ) 
#bere will be found out Expeaients, It ap- 
pears alſo by another Letter, that 
Francis 1. told the Engliſh Emballador, 
That the Pope himſelf had confeſſed that 
King Henry's Cauſe was juſt, and that be 
wanted nothing but @ Procuration, There- 


fore it was that when the King was 
cited to appear at Roe in Perſon, or 


by a ProCtor, he took little Notice of 
it. Thatif Car were ſent beyond the 
Mountains in the Quality of an Excy- 
ſer , it was ſeen by thoſe Mixtures that 
it was not in the Name of the King, 
but in the Nation's Behalf that he went 
to make thoſe kind of Excuſes, 

This Refuſal of Hey being look'd 
upon at Rome as an effe(t of Contempt, 
which he had of the Holy See, the 
Pope promiſed him the Divorce if he 
would but appear in that City either 
in Perſon or by his Proftor, in pur- 
ſuance of the Aſſignation which he had 
cauſed to be given him, and acknow- 
ledge his Authority. France the Firſt 
applauded the King's Condn&t in that 
Afﬀair, and was ſo far from endeavour- 
ing to oppoſe his Marriage, that he 
ordered his Embaſſador to be God-Fa- 
ther in hisName to the Child thatſhould 
be born in caſe it were a Son. The 
French Embaſlador at Rome about that 
time wrote alſo ſeverat-Letters to his 
Maſter*'s Court, wherc he obſerves, 
That the Pope was very ready to do what 
was deſired in the King of England's 
behalf,, and more if he durſt or could, but 
that the Emperors People preſſed the Af atr 
with ſo much Importunity, that the half of 
the time, His Holineſs, againſt God and 
againſt Reaſon, nay, contrary to the Opi- 
mon of a good part of the Imperial C ar» 
dinals, was conſt rained above half the time, 
to att at the pleaſure of M. Doſme —— 
We wanted you there to have put a ffoak, 
in his Wheel, purſues he, writing to 
the Cardinal of Grandemont, There us 
wo /Aan that dxres tell bim the Truth. 
And it 1s as true that this Embaſſador 
who was Biſhop of Auxerre:, ſaid alſo 
ſpeaking, to the Pop2, That he ſaw him 


ſo 
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ed by the Emperor, bu P and 
rlphant- part of the Arg be 
thought he could do no good but only 
Diſſulerien But indeed theſe cunning 
Politicians underſtand ſo well how to 
change their Stile, according to Oc- 
currences, that there's hardly any truſt 
to be given to their Letters. The ſame 
Day that he wrote what we have cited 
to the Pope's Legate, in another Letter 
to the Grand Maſter he obſerves, that 
the Pope had told him, that for Four 
Years the B:ſinef of Henry YV111. had 
been in his Hands, that there was nothing 
effetted as yet ;, that if he might do what 
he would, he would do what we would ;, and 
ſays the Miniſter , This be told me mn 
ſuch a manner, that if I am not deceived 
he thought what he ſpoke. All thoſe Letters 
were dated the 17, of Feb. 1532. But 
in another of the 1 3. of Far. following, 
he aſlures that the Pope had told him, 
That he was reſolved to referr the whole 
Buſinef to a good Time; and that he 
clearly underitood, what the Pope meant 
by 4 good Time, To which he adds, that 
if the Matter had bzen judged accord- 
ing to the Wiſhzs of th: Cardinals, and 
the cager Inſtances of the Emperor's 
People, the moſt ancient and learned 
had judg:d for the King of Emngland. 
But that there were but few of that 
Company, and the number of the other 
was ſo great, that by plurality of 
vaices the Engliſh would have utterly 
lolt it. 

M. Le Grand js very nice and tender, 
when he comes to that Circumſtance, 
that there arriv'd a Courrier from En- 
gland to Rome a day or two after Sentence 
was given; and he omits the haſt in 
which it was pronounced, as if he knew 


nothing of it. Nevertheleſs we find 
in theſe Miſcellanies, a Letter from 
Pomponio Trivulci, dated from Lyons the 
16. of April, where he obſeryes, that 
M. dz Paris paſſing that way upon his 
return from Rome, told him that the 
definitive Sentence which the Pope had 
given againſt the King of England, had 
been precipitated. That it was not 
the Pope's fault that they did not tem- 
porize longer; that if they had ſtaid 
but Six Days more beforethey had pro- 
nounced it, the King would have ſub- 
mitted ro the Holy See. But that the 
Importunity of the Imperaliſts and the Con- 
ſiſtory was ſo great, that they would not 
ſtay. That the next Day after the Re- 
ſolution of England came too late, but that 
then the Conſijtory and the Imperaliſts were 
mad, that they ſtaid no longer. All theſe 
paſſages plainly ſhew, that the Court 
of Rome was governed in this Afﬀair, 
only by the proſpetts and maxims of 
Policy. And therefore it is, that ac- 
cording to the Principles of the Gallicar 
Church, M. Talon has maintained with - 
ſo much Zeal, upon an occaſion of 
much leſs importance, that the King of 
England had no reaſon to have any 
regard to the Sentences and Thundrings - 
of that Court. 

If I am extreamly obliged to M. Le 
Grand for having made me a preſent-of 
ſo good a Book, in which he furniſh'd me 
with ſo many proofs of the moſt impor- 
tant Points of my Hiitory, I am no leſs 
troubled that he had fo little value for 
himſelf, as to ſippreſs them, and for 
his having torced me, as I may fo ſay, 
to make ufe of the kindneſs he has done 
m2 to his own diſadvantage. But upon - 
ſuch occalions as theſe, the ſaying is, 

Maes 
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Aagis amica vernas, And though M. 
Le Grand imagines that I am jealous of 
my Proauttions, were not the Intereſts 
of Religion intermixed therewith, 1 
could ealily abandon mine, But 1 will 
not now puſh this cenſure any farther ; 
neither do I know whether 1 ſhall write 
any more upon this Subject, not being 
able to determine any thing in that 
matter, till I have ſeen the Three other 
parts of this work, and the cticcts ir 


will produce in the World. I fhall 
conclude with humble requeſt to par. 
don the Liberty which 1 take of ad- 
dreſſing this Letter to you, and that in 
ſo publick a manner, not believing a 
man could otherwiſe ſo properly give 
a cenſure upon a printed Book. 


I am, Sir, &C. 


Hague, 20. of June. 


